This paper outlines the debate surrounding the emergence of the first 'global' economy and discusses the role within it of Africa. First, it outlines the case for arguing that the Indian Ocean World (IOW) rather than Europe should be considered the arena in which the first global economy developed. It subsequently examines the historical role of Africa within the IOW with particular emphasis on Africa's contribution to the IOW global economy and the possible repercussions such an analysis has for the historiography of Africa and the wider IOW.
Introduction
Eurocentrism has until recently dominated the discipline of history. Placing Europe at the centre of economic and political development, Eurocentrists hold that Europe developed a unique culture that facilitated the emergence of individualism, private property and the profit motive, three keys to economic modernisation. By contrast nonEuropean societies remained dominated by archaic social structures, such as caste, and by religious ideologies, including Confucianism, Buddhism, Hinduism and Islam, that hindered the emergence of individual entrepreneurship and private property. While complex state structures based on agriculturally productive systems developed in certain regions, such as China, India and Mesopotamia, any surplus produced was removed by the political and religious elites who used it to sustain their habits of conspicuous consumption rather than to invest in economically productive activities. The trading sector in such societies remained small and was dominated by religious values. Asian societies were thus deemed archaic and backward. Only from the late eighteenth century, when European powers intervened, undermined political and religious In this viewpoint, Europe lay at the heart of modern economic development which may be divided into three major phases: the rise of a global economy initiated by the European 'Voyages of Discovery' from the late fifteenth century; the development of an international economy in the nineteenth century; and the new globalisation of the twentieth century dominated by the United States.
From the 1980s, Eurocentrism has been challenged by an Asiacentric School led by scholars such as K.N. Chaudhuri 
Africa in Eurocentric and Asiacentric Histories
Eurocentric histories consider that, unlike Europe and the ancient civilisations of Asia, Africa was part of the uncivilised world (alongside e.g. highland Asia and outer-island Indonesia Asiacentrists concur with this view. They consider that Africans were largely passive victims of external (Arab and European) forces and that their economic contribution to the global economy was limited largely to the provision of unskilled servile labour to the chief centres of production in the IOW.
11 The economic backwardness of Africa stemmed largely from the primitive nature of African belief systems and institutions that were intrinsically inimical to modernization. Chaudhuri even attributes this to a specifically 'African' mode of development:
The exclusion of East Africa from our civilisational identities needs a special word of explanation. In spite of its close connection with the Islamic world, the indigenous African communities appear to have been structured by a historical logic separate and independent from the rest of the Indian Ocean. 12 Asiacentrists thus either omit most of Africa from their discussion of the rise of a global economy or relegate it to a minor role on its periphery. 
The Afrocentric Response
The formation of an Afrocentric School in response to Eurocentrism was relatively slow but inevitable. Forged by elements from both the Nationalist Schools of African history and Afro-Americanism, Afrocentrists have argued that Africans were responsible for major economic and political developments on the African continent that have traditionally been ascribed to external forces and that Africans in some cases impacted on external events.
Afrocentrists have to date concentrated on the period before 1500. Within that period, they have first pointed to the dramatic findings of DNA analysis and archeological research that indicate an origin for Homo sapiens in East Africa (Ethiopia) around 160,000 years ago. Significant migrations out of Africa from c.40 000 B.P. led to the human settlement of first Asia, and only subsequently of Europe.
13
They also point to an African rather than Middle Eastern genesis for the Egyptian civilization on the grounds that some of the early pharaohs were Negroid and that the 
Africa in the pre-1900 Global Economy Revisited
It is clear that 'centric' schools of historical thought have failed to do anywhere near justice to African history and to the role of Africa in the IOW global economy. It is here argued that, in order to begin to rectify this injustice, some of the conventional precepts used by historians for the research, writing and teaching of African history need to be discarded and others brought to bear.
Africa and Africans
It is first argued that there is a need to reject the traditional definitions of Africa and Africans. First, with regard to Africa, the conventional divisions between regions north and south of the Sahara, between continental and island Africa, as well as colonial political frontiers should be in large measure dismissed. This permits inter-regional linkages to be more fully recognised and extrapolated, notably in the exchange of It is here proposed that a much more holistic definition of 'African' be adopted and that 21 Similarly, the traditional equation of slave and African needs to be reassessed.
American scholarship that currently sets the trend for historical research still accepts the conventional image of the 'African' abroad in the pre-colonial era uniquely as a slave, despite recently challenges to this view. 22 This historical prism constructed largely around an American-driven academic obsession with slavery and its aftermath needs to be polished and put away in order to free the way for researchers to begin to identify and elaborate the role of all Africans in the IOW whatever their skin colour, language or religion.
It is also critical to dispense with rigid distinctions between a self-contained 'interior'
and an ocean-based 'littoral'. Of central importance here is the recognition of two major interrelated economic systems, one terrestrial and the other maritime (landscape and seascape) and of the connections between them. 23 This is of particular importance to the history of IOA and the IOW because of the conventional view that only in the nineteenth century were links forged between the two. This can be brought out through focussing on the African role in the interaction between the two, as well as in the intermediate zone -notably in the IOW entrepôts which tended to develop in it.
Finally, the Eurocentric time periods imposed on Africa, which divides African and IOW history into the era before and after 1500 and subsequently between colonial and pre-colonial eras, have to be re-examined. These are quintessentially Eurocentric concepts that reflect Eurocentric obsessions (the "Age of European Discovery" and "the 
